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INSTRUCTIONS:
This is the decision in your case. All documents have been returned to the ofﬁpr '\ﬁﬁ&‘h or1g1nal]y dec1ded your case.
Any further inquiry must be made to that ofﬁce

If you believe the law was mappropnately apphed or the analysis used in reachmg the decision was 1ncon51stent with
the information provided or with precedent decisions, you may file a motion to reconsider. Such a motion must state
the reasons for reconsideration and be supported by any pertinent precedent decisions. Any motion to reconsider must
be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to reconsider, as reqmred under 8 C.F.R, 103.5(a)(1)(i).

If you have new or addmonal information which you wish to have considered, you may file a motion to reopen. Such
a motion must state the new facts to be proved at the reopened proceeding and be supported by affidavits or other
documentary evidence. Any motion to reopen must be filed within 30 days of the decision that the motion seeks to
reopen, except that failure to file before this period expires may be excused in the discretion of the Service where it is
demonstrated that the delay was reasonable and beyond the control of the applicant or petitioner. Id.

Any motion must be filed with the office which ongmally decided your case along w1th a fee of $110 as requlred
underSCFR 103.7. :
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DISCUSSION: The nonimmigrant visa petition was denied by the
Director, California Service Center, and 1is ncw before the
Associate Commissioner for Examinations on appeal. The appeal will
be summarily dismissed. ’

The petitioner in this matter is an independent motion plcture
company. The beneficiary is a metion picture producer and author,

'The petiticner seeks O-1 classification of the beneficiary, ias an

alien with extraordinary achievement in the motion picture industry
under section 101 (a) (15) (0) (i) of the Immigraticn and Nationality
Act (the "Act"), in order to employ her in the United States as a
motion plcture producer for a period of three years.

The director demnied the petition finding that the benef1c1ary had
significant achievement as an author on the subject of film, but
that the petitioner had not adequately demenstrated that the
beneficiary had extraordinary achlevement in the field of motion
picture production.

On appeal, counsel for the petitioner argued that the Servlce erred

'in denying the petition and that the beneficiary is among the top

motion picture producer’s of all time.
8 C.F.R. 103.3(a)(1)[v) states, in pertlnent part

An officer toc whom an appeal is taken shall summarily =
dismiss any appeal when the party concerned fails to,
identify specifically any erroneous conclusion of law or.
statement cf fact for the appeal. '

On review of the record, counsel argues that the center director
erred in her decision, but indicated that a brief in rebuttal of
the decision would not be submitted. Counsel’'s brief statement on
the Form I-290B Notice of Appeal does not directly address the
director’s objections as set forth in the decision. Inasmuch as
the petitioner has failed to identify spec1f1cally an erroneous
conclusion of law or a statement cf fact in this proceeding, the
appeal must be summarily dismissed.

ORDER: The appeal is summarily dismissed.




